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HISTORY OF THE ECONOMIC «CENSUSES ~~;

The economlc ce”suses are comprehenswe and‘penodlc can-
vasses of the Natlon s mdustnal and busmess ities. Taken
by the ‘Census Bureau a part of the us. Department of
Commerce, the censuses provide'a detailed statistical prof:le of a
large segment-of the national-economy.:

,The first 'economic census: of the United States was’con-
ducted as part of the 1810 decennial-census; when inquiries on
manufacturing were. included with the census of population. All
other decennial censuses through 1900, except in 1830,
contained questions on, manufacturlng In 1904 the quin-
quennial census of manufacturing began. Although some dlstn-
butive trade data were collected in the decenmal census of
1840, the first census of business was taken in 1929 It.covered
only retail and wholesale trades, but beginning with the second
business census in 1933 and in succeedihg censuses various
services also have been included. The censuses were taken at
varying intervals until 1954, when an" integrated -economic
census program was begun covering the retail and wholesale
trades, selected -service industries, manufactures, and minerals
industries. The 1963 Economic. Censuses were expanded to
include transportation and commercial fisheries. Beginning with
the 1967 censuses, Congress authorized the economic censuses
to be taken at 5-year intervals covering years ending in ‘2" and
“7",

USES OF THE ECONOMICCENSUSES

The economic censuses are the primary source ofifacts about
the structure and functioning of the economy and, therefore,
provide information essential for both government and business.
The censuses furnish an important part of the framework for
such composite measures as the national accounts. In fore-
casting and planning, they are especially useful in analyzing the
national product in terms of the transactions that determine its
size and composition. The economic censuses also provade
weights and benchmarks for indexes of industrial production,
productivity, and price, all of which are essential for under-
standing current economic developments.

Manufacturers and distributors make widespread use of the
economic censuses in establishing measures of their potential
markets by areas, kinds of businesses, and kinds of products.
Management in various industries and trades get facts from them
for use in economic or sales forecasting, analyzing sales
performance, laying out sales territories, allocating advertising
budgets, and locating plants, warehouses, and stores. Trade
organizations use census statistics for insight into changes in the
structure of industry. State and local governments use the

geographlc detall that descr

disseminated by trade .associations, busmess 1ournals and the

daily press. Volumes containing census statistics are avallable in
most major publac and college llbrarles

AUTHORITY AND SCOPE OF THE
ECONOMIC CENSUSES i

The economlc censuses are requ:red by law under tltle 13 of the
Unlted States Code sectlons 131 191, and. 224, whlch dlrect
that they be taken at 5-year mtervals The 1977 Economlc
Oensuses covered manufactunng, mining and quarrying, con-

struction industries, retail. trade, wholesale trade, service in-

dustries, and selected transportation activities. . The next
economic censuses are scheduled to be taken in 1983 covering
the year 1982.

CENSUS OF TRANSPORTATION

The 1977 Census of Transportation consists of four surveys:
1. Truck Inventory and Use.
2. National Travel.
3. Commodity Transportation.
4. Nonregulated Motor Carriers and Public Warehousing.
These surveys were previously taken in 1963, 1967, and
1972.

TRUCK INVENTORY AND USE SURVEY

The Truck Inventory and Use Survey provides data on the
physical and operational characteristics of the Nation’s truck
population. It is based on a probability sample of private and
commercial trucks registered (or licensed) in the State during
1977

Vehicles owned by Federal, State, and local governments, as
well as ambulances, buses, and motor homes, were eliminated
from the sample before questionnaires were mailed. Various
other vehicles which were actually surveyed were subsequently
classified as ‘‘out-of-scope’”: Trucks sold prior to 1977, farm
tractors, open jeep models, unpowered trailer units, trucks

reported to have been junked or wrecked prior to the

registration year, etc. For the first time, however, certain smail
utility-type wvehicles built on pickup and van chassis were

1 Because of variances in registration procedures, Oklahoma’s sample
was drawn from 1978 registrations.
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All previous TIU surveys were benchmarked to Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA) totals of private and commer-
cial truck registrations as reported ‘in Highway Statistics, table
MV-1. These FHWA estimates are based on calendar year sum-
mary reports from the individual States that reflect differences
in truck definitions used by the States for vehicle registration.

The FHWA estimate of the number of private and commercial
trucks registered in ithe State as of December 31, 1977, was
982.8 thousand:

COMPARABILITY WITH PREVIOUS SURVEYS

Although the basic purpose and scope of the previous TIU
surveys were essentially identical to this one, some changes were

introduced in 1977 that may affect all the data in this report or
just specific items.

1977 changes affecting all the data

1. The estimates developed for the total inventory for a State
are no longer adjusted by the FHWA data. For 1977, the
universe estimates represent the base from which the sample
was drawn {see Total Truck Inventory).

2. The item-by-item computer edit was extended to perform
various consistency checks between data entries in an effort
to identify and correct major errors and/or contradictions in
reporting.

3. Stratification was based upon “small™ vs. “large” trucks
(body type) rather than “light” vs. “heavy” trucks {regis-
tered weight) as in previous surveys. The sample was
reallocated among the States with an increase in total sample
size of 4 percent. Random sampling replaced the systematic
sampling of the 1972 survey.

1977 changes affecting specific items!

1. Htem 4, Lease characteristics—Additional questions were
asked concerning any lessee of the sampled truck and the
nature of the lease or rental agreement,

' See report form TC-200 reproduced in appendix A for specific
inférmation requested for each truck in sample.
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c , as crz ‘,
cranes, winches, etc.) ea
~ they were treated collectively. Respondents we
to identify a secondary product carried, if any.

5. ltem 8, Hazardous materials—This item was ‘added ' to
determine the extent of hazardous materials {as defined by
Federal regulations) being transported in the Nation.

6, ltem 9, Base of operation, and Item 11, Area of operation—
Both items were expanded to provide more precise infor-
mation concerning the percentage of miles traveled within
the State where the sampled truck was based and the range
of that travel. In addition to “local” and ""over-the-road,’” an

“"off-the-road”” category was included.

7. ltem 12, Vehicle miles and miles per - gallon=For the first
time, an effort ‘was made to determine fuel efficiency figures
for trucks in addition to annual and lifetime miles.

8. ltem 13, Mainienanoe——Speciﬁc examples of “major main-
tenance” were listed along with the previous question on
where such maintenance was performed.,

9. Item 15-20, Various physical characteristics—In an effort to
get a more detailed picture of each sampled truck, several
new questions were added covering number of cylinders,
cubi¢ inch displacement, horsepower rating, type of trans-
mission and braking system, fuel conservation equipment,
etc.

10. 1tem 21, Type and size of body—Boat transports and mobile
home pullers were added to the list and lowboys were made
a separate category (rather than being included with other
platforms). Garbage haulers and cement mixers were given
subgroups according to the various models generally in use.

1

—

.ltem 25, Cab type—This item was expanded to five of the
most common . cab types. It also inquired whether the
sampled cab contained a sleeping unit.

EXPLANATION OF TERMS

Vehicle size—The size classification is based on the gross vehicle
weight (empty weight of the vehicle plus the maximum carried
load) at which the vehicle operated during the past 12 months.
The four size classes are:

1. Light—Gross vehicle weight of 10,000 pounds or less.

2. Medium—Gross vehicle weight of 10,001 to 19,500.

3. Light-heavy—Gross vehicle weight of 19,501 to 26,000,

4. Heavy-heavy —Gross vehicle weight of 26,001 pounds or more.




Operator classi
gories, not for

i Nat‘ for'hire‘a-‘

transport only
. ‘e'xe‘mpt 'zone

vehucle owner by mdlwd J al contract or agreement

3. Interstate, | .C.C. certlﬁed tommon carrier, includes kthose :

operators who offer servu;e‘,;o the general public, usually
operating ‘a regularly scheduled service between estab-
lished terminals over a more or less regular route.

4, Intrastate, lLocal cartage, mcludes those operatars who

travel only within the ;State of registratlon or are engaged
in local cartage.

-5, Daily. rental includes those operators who: offer short

" term truck rental or leasing without. a drw,er,. {This
category was created during the data processing of the
survey forms. Respondents who checked ‘’daily rental or
short term lease’” under the “major:use” item were as-
signed. ““daily rental’’ under “classification of operator.’’)

Major use—This item is based on the answer to the question,
“How was the vehicle mostly used during the past.12 months?”’
{see itern 6 of the survey form in appendix A). Each of the 12
specific major use categories conforms to the generally accepted
meaning of the terms. Responses to the “Other’’ category were
recoded to one of the 12 specific categories if possible. The
following are frequent "“Other” responses which were recoded.

1. House moving was recoded to “For hire transportation.”

2. Trucks used in conjunction with railroads were recoded to
“For hire transportation.”

3. Armored car services were recoded to “‘Services.”

4. Commercial fishing was recoded to “Agriculture.”

5. Oilfield services were recoded to ““Mining and quarrying.”

6. Certain specialized activities commonly thought of as

services, such as plumbing, painting, plastering, carpentry,
and electrical work, were recoded to ‘‘Construction.”

U.S. mail service, United Parcel Service delivery, antique
trucks, and yard-tractors were left in “Other.”

The category “Not in Use” in the tables includes vehicles
. which, though licensed, were not used during the survey year,
and those vehicles which were wrecked during the entire year.

Products carried—This item includes broad classifications of
agricultural, manufacturing, and mineral products, as well as
special categories of materials carried by trucks. Responses to
the “Other’ category were recoded to one of the 22 specific
categories if possible. The following are frequent “QOther”
responses which were recoded:

1. Crews of workers and their tools were recoded to “’Crafts-
man’s vehicle.”

were recoded to “Farm prod-:

ded to “Scrap, refuse, or

Hazardous materia ] :
those trucks whlch regularly transport haz ;
quantities large enough to require a placad?under ‘

Federal Regulations, Title 49,; Transportatlon.

Truck ﬂeet snze»—The size of the truck ﬂeet i d o
number of trucks operated by a truck owner from ¢ ingle “base
of operatlon" (see item 9 of the survey form in appendix A).
The fleet located at the “base of operat;on is an operational
unit and is necessarily smaller than the total fleet that an owner
has if he operates from more than one base. The data shown in
the “Truck Fleet Size” section: of the tables are based on the.
number. of trucks found in fleets of specified size and not the:
number of fleets. (If item 10 of the survey form. was
unanswered, the vehicle was assumed to be in-a ﬂeet of one,
classified in accordance with the reported vehicle type.)

Range of operation—The :area in which the vehicle usually
operates is.classified as one of the following:

1. Local—Mostly inthe local area, i.e., in or around the city and
suburbs, or within ‘a short distance of the farm, factory,
mine, or other place where the vehicle is stationed.

2. Short range—Mostly over the road (beyond the local area),
but usually not more than 200 miles one way to the most
distant stop from the place where the vehicle is stationed.

3. Long range—Mostly over the road, usually more than 200
miles one way to the most distant stop from the place where
the vehicle is stationed.

4. Off-the-road—Mostly off. the road operation {usually associ-
ated with construction and farming).

Body type—This category includes. the type of body that is
either permanently attached to: the power unit (i.e., straight
truck) or most frequently used with a truck tractor as a
tractor-trailer combination. Entries in the “Other” category
were recoded if possible to a specific category. Those vehicles
remaining in the “Other” category included yard tractors and
truck tractors used'in house moving.

Annual miles—Respondents were asked to report the total
number of miles the truck was driven during the past 12-
months. If the vehicle had less than 1 year's use, the respondent
was asked to estimate the probable miles for a full year. If there
was no response tc the item, the annual miles AWere__ estimated
{based on lifetime miles, length of time the vehicle was-owned,
body ‘type, area of operation, vehicle type, and fuel type).
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drawn from an estlmated umverse of approximately 28 m:!hon
current registrations on f:!e wnth motor vehlcle departments ‘";
the 50 States and the District of Columbia,

The first stratification was at the State level based on the
total number of trucks reglstered"“nnually There were three ‘
major strata: o -

1. Large States—over 1 5'm‘il|ibn tru'c‘ks‘
2. Medium States—700,000 to 1.5 million trucks..
3. Small States—Less than 700 ,000 trucks

The second stratification was based on body ‘type. Each State
was stratified into “small” trucks and “large” trucks. The
“small” truck stratum. consisted of pickups, panel trucks, vans,
multi-stops, and walk-ins with a gross vehicle weight of 14,000
pounds or less. All other vehicles were classified as "large.”
Within each stratum, a random sample of vehicles was selected.

The allocation of the sample within the States was based on
setting - levels which would produce the best estimates in a
published category.. From previous experience, it was de-
termined that a level sample of 600 trucks from the srhall truck
stratum would -be sufficient in every State except California,
Texas, and the District of Columbia.

In the large truck stratum, a differential sampling rate was
employed based on the percentage of large trucks in the State.
In the two largest States, 3,000 large trucks were sampled. In
the medium States, 2,200 were sampled. The other States had
large truck sample sizes of 2,000, 1,600, or 1,200 depending
upon the percentage of large trucks in each State’s truck
popuiation. A total of 900 large trucks were sampled from the
District of Columbia. Specific target sample sizes by State are
listed below,

SURVEY METHOD

Report Form TC-200 was mailed to owners of those trucks
selected for the 1977 TIU sample. The owner was asked to
respond only for the vehicle identified by license number in
item 1 of the report form, whether or not he or she was still the
owner. Item 1 data {make, year model, registered weight,
license number, vehicle identification number} were imprinted
on the form from the State registration records. The returned

Trucks in target sample

Per-State
Total Total Large Small
Large States ..... 8,000 4,000 3,000 1,000
Medium States .. . 28,000 2,800 2,200 600
Small States .. ... 10,400 2,600 2,000 600
41,800 2,200 1,600 600
27,000 1,800 1,200 600

1,200 1,200 900 300

associated wnth estlmates based on data from sampfe surveys
Sampling ‘errors and nonsamphng errors The acCur y of a
survey ' result depends not only on the samphng
nonsampling errors measured. but also on the nonsamphng
errors not explicitly measured. ‘ ‘

For ‘particular estlmates the total error may oonmderably
exceed the standard errors shown. The followmg isd description
of the samplmg and nonsampling errors associated with the
estimates made from the sample selected for the 1977 Truck
Inventory and Use Survey,

Sampling errors—The particular sample used in this survey is one
of ‘a large number of all possible samples of the same size that
could have been selected using the same sample design.
Estimates derived from the different samples would differ from
each other. The standard error or sampling error is a measure of
the variation among the estimates from ail possible samples.

The standard errors presented in the tables estimate the
sampling variability and thus measure the precision with which
the estimate from the particular sample selected for this survey
approximates the average result 'of all possible samples. As
derived, the estimated standard errors include part of the effect
of the nonsampling errors.

Sampling errors in these tables are given in absolute terms.
For example, if an estimate is in units of thousands then the
estimated standard error is given in units of thousands. Except
for table 2, estimated standard errors are given only for the top
row of estimates and the left column of estimates. The
procedure for approximating. the standard errors for the other
estimates is covered in appendix B.

The sample estimate and an estimate of its standard error can
be used to construct interval estimates with a prescribed
confidence that the interval includes the average result of all

States in strata

2—Calif., Tex.

10—Fla., Ga., M1, Ind., Mich., Mo., N.Y., Ohio, Okla., Pa,

4--N.J., N.C., N. Dak., Oreg.

19-—Ala. Conn , Del. Hawau lowa, Kans., Ky., La., Md. , Mass,, Minn.,
Mont Neb NH , R.L SC S Dak. Wyo Va

15— Alaska Ark Anz Colo ldaho Mame Muss Nev., N. Mex., Tenn.,
Ut(a:h Vt Wash W:s W Va.

1D
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samples. To illustrate, if all possible samples were surveyed
under essentially the same conditions, and an estimate and its
estimated standard error were calculated from each sample,
then:

1. Approximately 68 percent of the intervals from one standard
error below the estimate to one standard error above the
estimate would include the average value of all possible
samples.

2. Approximately 90 percent of the intervals from 1.6 standard
errors below the estimate to 1.6 standard errors above the
estimate would include the average value of all possible
samples. .

3. Approximately 95 percent of the intervals from two stand-
ard errors below the estimate to two standard errors above
the estimate would include the average value of all possible
samples.

Example—The estimated number of pickup trucks in con-
struction for a State is 15.0 thousand with a standard error of
2.0 thousand. An approximate 90 percent confidence interval
(plus or minus 1.6 standard errors) is from 11.8 thousand trucks
to 18.2 thousand trucks.

Other types of estimates may be derived from these tables,
such as the difference, sum, or ratio of two estimates, or the
expression of a published figure as a percent. The procedure for
approximating the standard error of these estimates is covered
in appendix C.

Nonsamplirig errors—All surveys and censuses are subject to
nonsampling errors. Nonsampling errors can be attributed to
many sources: Inability to obtain responses from all cases in the
sampie, inability or unwillingness on the part of respondents to
provide correct information, imputation for item nonresponse,
response errors and bias, mistakes in recording or keying data,
errors of collection or processing, difficulty interpreting ques-
tions, and coverage problems due to differing registration
practices and implementation in some of the States. In addition
to response errors, some _degree of response variability is
introduced when respondents estimate values.

Explicit measures of the effects of these nonsampling errors

are not available; However, it is believed that most of the
important - operational and response errors were detected and
corrected through ‘a ‘systematic clerical edit and an automated
data edit designed to review the data for reasonableness and
consistency. Quality control techniques were used to verify that
operating procedures were carried out as specified.

Nearly all types of nonsampling errors that affect this survey
would -also--occur in- a complete census; Since surveys are
conducted on a smaller scale than censuses, honsampling errors
can be controlled more tightly. Relatively more funds and effort
can be expended toward eliciting responses, detecting and
correcting response error, -and reducing processing errors. As a
result, survey results can often be more accurate than census
results.

Ninety percent of the questionnaires were returned, with
item response rates in excess of 95 percent for most of the
major questions. For most estimates in these tables, total
nonresponse is handled by allocating the unreturned question-
naires in proportion to the respondents. For each category in
the tables, the item nonresponse (respondents not answering the
item on the questionnaires) is given on a separate line. For
example, respondents who did not indicate the major use of
their truck are inctuded in the ““Not reported’ category. The
number given represents the number of trucks not allocated to a
particular major use. Users should exercise caution in allocating
these trucks to the major uses, since the characteristics of item
nonrespondents may differ significantly from those of the
respondents.

For some questions, a response was generated to fill a blank
on the questionnaire. If annual miles and/or lifetime miles were
not given, data were always imputed. When only the annual
miles were not given they were imputed based on the reported
lifetime miles and the age of the vehicle. When only the lifetime
miles were not given, they were imputed based on the reported
annual miles and the age of the vehicle. If both questions were
left blank, the characteristics used to aid in imputation were
body type, age of wehicle, vehicle size, and engine type. Engine
characteristics and body characteristics were frequently de-
termined through analysis of the vehicle identification number
(VIN). Any biases introduced by the imputation and correction
procedures are small compared to the standard errors involved.
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Table 1. Trucks — Comparative Summary: 1963, 1967, 1972, and 1977

(PERCENT)
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POLE OR 'LOGCI)

DUMP.
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B samevanesionviassssensssesssoss
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5,000.70 9,999, ...
15,000 7o 19,999.:;
20,000 70 29,999, ..
30000 MILES OR MO

1963 1967 1972
100.0  100.0  100.0
2000131 1002
- i1 1.6
300136 11,7
3 2.3 2.0
361705 ¢ 136
3 43 41
9 1000 1401
B39 b0l
0. 6.1 2.1
e 724 131
: 1006 9.2
358 77 37
1.5 2.0 2.0
30 18 14
10 5.5 54
71.0 768 68.3
Tol6 o ille 21l
9.9 4.8 3.1
8.5 85 72
15.9 . 16.9 1.
23 f W37 193370
2987 362 356 4
93 1L 104
3.3 ) 94
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- LONG RANGE

1 moNbm

4 AXLES.. i civainniadvivanusiiinons

5 AXLES OR mnz.....................

RANGE (OF OPERATTON®
LOCAL. v

OFF-THE “RO

NOTE:  -“PERCENTS-MAY ‘NOT ADD-TO. TOTALS- BECAUSE. ‘OVF “ROUNDING.
« ESTIMATE IS LESS TBAN 0.1 PERCENT, |

* NOT COLLECTED.

LVANS. STMILAR TO PANEL TRUCKS:ARE INCLUDED IN PICKUP, PANEL, MULTI STOP OR WALK-IN.

2FOR 1967, 1972, AND 1977 SURVEYS, ANNUAL MILES WERE IMPUTED

PR 1967 SURVEY, DATA WERE PRESENTED FOR "I.ESS THAN 6,000 MILES" (22 6 PERCENT) AND 6,000 TO 9,999 MILES" (21.3 PERCENT).
*FOR 1967, DATA DO'NOT INCLUDE PANELS AND PICKUPS.
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Table 2. Trucks, Truck Miles, and Average Annual Miles:

VEHICULAR AND OPERATIONAL

 CHARACTERISTICS

TRUCKS

{THOUw

SANDS)

TOTAL TRUCKS & . . 4 .
HAJOR USE L :

AGRICULTURE, & e
FORESTRY AND LUHBER:NG
MINING AND. QUARRYING ,
CONSTRUCTION , , ...
MANUFACTURING, ', i . .
WHOLESALE TRADE, . . .
RETAIL TRADE '\, .y [,
FOR HlRE TRANSPORTM‘ION
.

UTILITIES, v oy
SERVICES v . .70 s,

DAILY RENTAL -, sia e
PERSONAL TRANSPORTAT!ON.
OTHER, , ,
NOT IN USE . o 4 oy w
NOT REPORTED . e aTel s

BB e
R e e e e e .

» el

»
¥
v e e a4 e e
.
[

wiw e el
LRI

Bopy TYPE

PICKUP & 4 4 0 0 4w v s .
PANEL OR VAN:, , ', ¥ e v i
MULTISTOP OR WALK-IN s s e aw
PLATFORM WITH ADDED DEVICES.

.Ow BOY OR DEPRESSED CENTER,
OTHER PLATFORM , ¢« . 4 o 4
CATTLE RACK, , , .
INSULATED NONREFRIGERATED VAN,
INSULATED REFRIGERATED VAN ,
FURNITURE VAN, 4 o i 0"y o0 o s

OPEN TOP VAN , o . .
OTHER ENCLOSED VANS,
BEVERAGE . ., , ,

UTILITY, & o s 4 o

WINCH OR CRANE , ,

WRECKER, . . , »
POLE OR LOGGING, ,
AUTO TRANSPORT , .
BOAT TRANSPORT , ,
MOBILE HOME PULLER

GARBAGE HAULER:
FRONT LOADER ,
REAR LOADER, ,
ROLL OFF
NOT SPECIFIED

p

e s s v s e s e ny
D R R
" ae e e e

s e e 4 e a e

UM

TANK FOR LIQUIDS

TANK FOR DRY BULK.,

CONCRETE MIXER:
FRONT DISCHARGER
REAR DISCHARGER,
NOT SPECIFIED

OTHER, o+ 4 & o

NOT REPORTED , . .

o a s ue
R
“ur e
R EEE

.
.
.
.
.
.
.

e a e e
R

cew
e e
cewas
cv e
“ v e e
e e e s

ANNUAL MILES

LESS THAN 5,000,
5,000 TO 9,999 ,
10,000 Y0 19,999
20,000 TO 29,999
30,000 TO 49,999
50,000 TO 74,999
75,000 OR MORE .,

« oo s e e
e e s e e
“ e e s .
¢ e v s e ae
“ e E e e nn
DRI SR Y
w eon o s e

RANGE OF OPERATION
LOcAL,

SHORT RANGE (200 MILES OR'LESS)

OFF-THE-ROAD , , , , . . , .

s
LONG RANGE (MORE THAN 200 MILES
NOT REPORTED & 4 v o o & & » :

BASE OF OPERATION

e e

wwe e a8

“« e w e

P s aas s

PERCENTAGE OF MILES TRAVELED IN

BASE-~OF-OPERATION STATE:
LESS THAN 25 PERCENT .,
25 TG 49 PERCENT , , ,
50 TO 74 PERCENT , , .,
75 TO 100 PERCENT, , ,
NOT REPORTED , , . , .

VERICLE SIZE

“ e .
“ o e
DR RS

LIGHT, « « &
MEDIUM ,  ,
LIGHT=HEAVY,
HEAVY=-HEAVY,

e e

.
.
B
.

.
.
.
.

. e

. n e
e o

. .
. .
. .
» .

e s e .

o ve el

R

« " 4w e e

e me R

LR T e R Sy

P

R N TP T ww e e

“ e x et e s

v e ae . She e e s e R

L e

Viehes e aww

e nls e e e ¥ e e s e

P e e e s e

LIRS s s e m e s v e m e

e e s e

> s 0w »

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE,
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LIRS

758,6

106.8
183.3
308.5
91,2
48.6

11. 5

o

13,5 5;752,0
12,8 2,181.0
249 90,2
8 100,46
3 23,6
3.4 479.4
. 947
o4 83,3
8 39759
1.5 82,8
o3 3%.9
1.9 845,1
+5 37.5
2.9 98,5
o4 23,0
1.5 36,7
.2 11.9
3 47,9
ol 8.9
"2 8,6
2 1.7
23 19,4

A o1 10,6
p +1 1.1
9 222,2
W7 176.6
3 35,9
%3 1.7
o4 32,6
2 1.6
10,2 238,8
13.1 1,289,3
15,0 3,867,2
9.9 2,036,7
Tl 1,714.1
1.6 498,1
1.7 1,186,7
9.6 7,791,1
6.8 1,469,8
3.9 1,191.3
5,0 295,4
3.8 83,4
2.1 501.9
3.8 587,7
6,5 1,050,5
T.7 8,690,9
»3 -
4,3 8,072,2
4,2 438,1
1.3 391.3
1.6 1,929.3

o O
MU RO RRN
NI S

FO EAN QO WY

-

wIre O O
»
e el el ooom

.
-

28,2
95,0
191.9
221,9
249.7

1“8 1

247,0
194,8
131,8
85,7
34.1

71.7
105,9
176,0
259.0

269.1
93.0
30.7
99.7

12:0

23.6°

36,8

7.2

574
37,3
2641
12.5

12.3

-

Fo
RN O OO

- ..

—— 5

. ww e W e e

VOO ON EVE

R s T

22,0
21,0
23.3
13.9
12,2

10,1

43.4

£S EXCLUDING chxua % PANsLs; :
WALK-T ‘

.8 100,56 17,5 13.6 1.9
43 23,6 10,2 21.1 1.0
3.4 8794 74,0 17,8 2,1

2 9. 7.7 22,6 18,7

4 83,3 23,10 53,7 8,0

2839770 50,5 . 55.7 3,9
1,57 82,8 22,9 . 23,6 6,6

3 34,9 12,7 36,8 7.7
1.9 845, 1 98,3 39,9 2.4

5 37,5 8.3 . 15,0 1.9
2.9 98,5 86,9 12,1 3.4

4 230 6.7 9,9 2.2
1.5 38,7 18.0 . 10,5 1.0

.2 11,9 5,9 17,2 6,0

o3 47,9 17,8 82,8 10,1

ol 6.9 5.0 26,7  11.6

.2 8,6 5.4 25,0 9,5

.2 727 3.8 14,8 4,1

.3 19,4 6.0 17,3 2,4

.1 10,6 8,8 61,4 20,7

o1 1.1 .8 6,3 1.1

.9 222,2 31,4 22,8 2.5

7 176,6 30,4 25,6 3.9

.3 35,9 13,8 37,9 9.1

W1 1.7 1.7 20.0 -

't 32.6 7,8 16,5 2.0

.2 1.6 1.4 4.6 2,3
2.4 45,2 7.0 2,1 ol
2,7 144,56 18,9 6.9 ol
2,8 311,0 351 13,4 2
2,2 322.4 53,9 23,2 .2
1,7 449,14 62.2 36,8 5
1.6 493.8 85,0 57,5 1.5

29 1507146 93.1  106,3 -
4,6 951,6 79.3 13,7 5
1.8 802,38 73.5 42,8 2.1
1.7 1,022,8 110,2 74,8 3.7

.7 47,4 8,6 7.0 1.0
1,5 13.1 8,2 5.5 2,3

7 445,5 59,6 79,6 4,6
1.6 453,2 87,7 85,2 4.2
1,6 419,5 65,1 47,0 4,7
4,8 1,519,5 91,3 17,1 6

.2 - - - -
4,3 220,7 90,7 13,3 3.9
2,8 296,4 60,5 11,7 1,9
1.3 391,3 30,7 15.2 .9
1.6 1,929.3 99,7 44,4 1.6
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Table 2. Trucks, Truck ‘Mil’e‘s, and Average Annual Miles: 1977—qu.

NAL

VEHICULAR AN QPERATIO|
CHARAGTERISY:OS

TRUCKS AND TRUCK nILEﬁs“j K ILES: EXCLUDING PICKUPS, PANELSs

AND ‘WALK-INS'

. TRUCKS
. (THOU=
| saNDS)

STANDARD TRUCK
ERROR MILES
“(THOU= (MIL- THY
$ANDS) LIONS) S} SANDS)

GROSS WEIGHT

6,000 OR LESS, ,
6,001 :70:10,000,
10,001 .70 14,000
14,001 :70 16,000
16,001 10 19,500
19,501 10 .
10

N e

40,001 TO 50,000
50:001 60,000
60,001 10 801000 ’
80,001 T0 100,000;
1005001:10: 1300000

130,001 AND OVER ,
NOT REPORTED , ' | .

YEAR' MODEL

1978
1977
1976
1975
1974
1973
1972
1973
1970
1969
1968
1967 o0 &
PRE-1967

NoT REPORTED

VEHICLE ACQUISITION

PURCHASED NEW, & 4 ,ia &
PURCHASED USED , , ..
LEASED FROM SOMEONE ELSE
LEASED TO ‘SOMEONE ELSE .
NOT REPORTED v 4 4 iy a

LEASE CHARACTERISTICS?

t3
»
o
3
t1

oiae e
e
waeel e

el

A
o e e
Cwe e

R R RN
® s W e e e se

o s e els e e e e e

.
.
»
¥
“
.
s
)
»
»
.
.
.
»

L R R O S S R R
P O A TR N I S U L YRS

TS R S S S e
eae e e e e e e W e
e e e w w ae v s e

LN
. 2w aw

e e
o aw e
R
e oas

LEASED WITHOUT DRIVER,
LEASED WITH DRIVER . s o s o o s « & &
LESSEE:
PRIVATE: 2 o 2 o w 5 s 2 5 o 2 8 » &
GOVERNMENT & o o & o = o o
LENGTH OF LEASE:
LESS THAN 30 DAYS,

R
R
“eew
« o v w

_
-
©
w
<
m
>
=
»
.
e e

MORE THAN 3 YEARS
PROVISIONS OF LEASE:
FINANCING: o o & 4 o .
MAINTENANCE, D N A T
PROCUREMENT AND ' SALE I

OPERATOR CLASSIFICATION

NOT FOR HIRES

PRIVATE OWNER OR INDIVIDUAL. . ., . .
FOR HIRE INTERSTATE:

EXEMPT CARRIER ¢ o 4 o o o s o o » &

CONTRACT CARRIER 4 4 o o o o s o o »

COMMON CARRIER ., " e s e
FOR HIRE INTRASTATE:

LOCAL CARTAGE, ., . I N N
FOR HIRE DAILY RENTAL. LI S
NOT REPORTED & 4 4 2 s o s o ¢ v s o «

PRODUCTS CARRIED

FARM PRODUCTS, , . , &
LIVE ANIMALS , . , . &
MINING PRODUCTS, . .
LOGS AND OTHER FOREST P
PROCESSED FOODS, . . .
TEXTILE MILL PRODUCTS,
BUILDING MATERIALS , ,
HOUSEHOLD GOODS, , .
FURNITURE OR HARDWARE.
PAPER PRODUCTS , , , ,

CHEMICALS, 4 o o o & = o
PETROLEUMy & 4 o v 0 a &
PRIMARY METAL PRODUCTS .
FABRICATED METAL PRODUCTS.
MACHINERY, EXCEPT ELECTRICAL
ELECTRICAL MACHINERY , , . .
TRANSPORTATION EQUIPMENT , .
SCRAP, REFUSE, OR GAREAGE.
MIXED CARGOES, , .
CRAFTSMAN'S EQUIPMENT. -
SPECIAL EQUIPMENT. . o o
PERSONAL TRANSPORTATION.
OTHER, s s s s
NOT REPORTED + o o+ o v &

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE,
TRUCK INVENTORY AND USF stirvev

0DUCT:

6 e o @ o We e
“ e w e Geoew
R L]
T T )
v e e s e eees
R
LI S
m e w2 s se s

P A O
R

e s m s e ey ow e

R
.
.

PO )
LI e )

e w woe e et e kel

5510
1637
16.7

4.8
13.2

e

1.3
4,

£ woNn
WO U W

Wl
. e

PEER

e e
BN OO

v

[

e

MR

)
VNSO ORI redO o WM EWON

A\v1

W= N e
NN YO PRV N IO SR W B0

1 6;568,5
07,

o)
i1
32 159,3 62,0 16,6 3.5 o3 2 1042 6.5 11,7
10,3 1,885,8 201,20 19,1 1.0 77 1.6 331.5 50,4 iTeb
9.5 1,351,2 179.6 17:0 1.4 846 241 381,3 85,9 5.7
7,3 53,6 182,8 - 20,1 2.4 8,2 241 2093 491 41
92 1,305.8 14,2 16,2 1. 12,1 1.7 452,2 15059 4,2
10,3 1,481,1 :148,5 14,7 1.0 14,8 1,8 4ayo 810 3.6
8,6 f 126,413,610 13,0 2.2 29279 39,3 ! 3.0
1.0 663,9 112,6 1649 0 1M 550 W1 159,6 L e : 34
646 489,0 B#.,2 12,0 o 8l 8 169,8 2405 20,1 2,1
8,3 586,2 87,9 9.8 1.0 8,5 1.6 142,3 34,4 16,7 1.7
5,5 282.1 75,3 10,7 2.0 4,2 26 60,6 14,8 14,4 2,9
5.0 2085 58,9 1041 <1 34 , 47,3 S41.6 1, 246
9,0 502,8 87.0 6.4 1:0 15,8 2.3 1396 53,5 8.8 2.6
15,1%  6,;650,6 316,46 17.0 52 68,6 5,67 2,08941 129.5 o2 137
15,17 3,922,0 225,0 11,3 .2 38,9 2,9 71047 75,5 8,3 1,5
2.1 117.1 49,2 22,5 4.4 2,1 4 53,9 16,7 - 26,1 6ol
4,6  1,056,9 121,2 33,7 2,8 18,0 1.8 822,2 96,1 45,7 2s2
4,3 141,2 42.6 9.1 1.5 126 L4 24,1 10,6 15,5 5.8
b
3.9 630,8 100,3. 28:6 3,2 1243 1,7 4936 85,9 1 40,1 2.6
2.2 384,1 54,7 81,5 645 6.1 o7 332,9 45,27 54,4 3.9
4,9 1,080,5 122,1 31.3 2.6 18,7 1,8 828.1 96,0 .. 44,4 2.1
ol 1.3 1.3 15,0 - 1 o 1.3 1.3 715,0 -
2,6 298,9 81.0 30,4 541 6,6 1.6 258,0 77,375 39,0 3.3
5 173.7 35,0 57,6 65 2,8 - 170.6 34,9 60,0 6.7
3.5 266,0 72,0 23,5 3.4 242 4 105.2 26,9 48,9 7.9
2,2 346,9 49,1 33.7 4,7 7.0 8 299.3 90,2 82,9 3.4
3.3 32640 68,5  26:2 3,9 4,8 N3 197:5 34,77 °40,9 4,8
2.6 439,8 86,4 © 33,6 4.3 9.5 1.6 394.7 82,9 81,8 3,0
1.5 1314.9 36,0 24,4 3.1 3.0 5 80,9 19,3 26,8 4,6
5.6 9,216,8 276,1 12,9 0l 84.7 4,87 1,465,8 87.2 17,3 5
5 190,8 35,6 54,0 5,7 3.4 K] 189.8 35,5 . 55,1 5,7
3 285,2 49,0 72,0 6.7 4,0 o6 285,2 49,0, 72,0 6.7
8 508.8 59.9 67,9 3.8 6,8 W7 500,3 59,9 73,5 3.6
3.6 3it4.0 75.4 21,3 3.2 7.4 1,6 219,1 59.4 29,7 3.2
2.9 226,5 79.3 25,3 5,8 4,3 1.5 175.8 74,7 41,0 3,7
3,2 88,8 41,4 11.1 2.5 5 .2 1.6 1,0 3,2 1.4
740 845.4 109,8 16.5 1.6 16.2 1,8 428,0 495 26,5 3.2
3.2 95,8 44,1 11.8 3.1 5 2 10,0 7.7 19,3 12,6
o4 71,5 21.2 48,8 8,5 1.5 o4 1.5 21,2 48,8 8,5
2.1 39,0 17.8 9.0 1.4 .3 14,7 6,0 11,4 3.8
2.2 417,2 50,0 28,9 2.8 10,6 .9 360.7